This is a critical abstract of an economic evaluation that meets the criteria for inclusion on NHS EED. Each abstract contains a brief summary of the methods, the results and conclusions followed by a detailed critical assessment on the reliability of the study and the conclusions drawn.
The economic evaluation was sufficiently described. Appropriate techniques were used to adjust for initial differences. The results were presented appropriately. Uncertainty was evaluated and the variance statistics were reported, but the bootstrapping methods were not described. The benefit measure was specific, making it difficult to interpret and compare this study's results with those of other studies; this limitation was acknowledged by the authors. The authors compared their results with other published results, and reported the strengths and limitations of their study. They acknowledged that their study was short, and their patients may not have been representative of the population. The intervention required well-trained therapists; the availability of this resource should be considered.
Concluding remarks:
The study seems to have been generally well conducted and reported. The authors' conclusions appear to be appropriate, but may not be generalisable to other settings.
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